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sas ace Peace 
‘security Inquiries, began asking questions: 
i f:such as these: z “ 
_ |. -=-Have you ever made statements about; 
' ithe “downtrodden masses” and “un- 
. / derprivileged’ people’? a 
‘ = What do you think of female chastity? _, | 
* I it Proper to mix white and Negro blood: 
i plasma?) ee 
@ :: : How many, times did you vote for Nor-: - 


“sf oie : eee, 7 _ man Thomas? How about Henry Wallace? ee 

Were. the loyalty" pyobes of J. Robert Oppen-; | wnat were your feclings at that time, 
 heimer and others duririg the McCarthy.era sim-.. concerning race equality? mi 
ply “aberrations of a less enlightened time, now; | DURING THE 1930s the. loyalty-security..! 
1" te Eda ga a ee ae estas screening process ‘quickly spread beyond the | 
passed”? Def initely not, says Philip M. Stern in’) ‘federal realm. States and cities discovered! 
” his new book “Th ‘or + Codurtty | that they, too, had secrets to be protected, or," 
ee . a : e Op p pees Case: Security { at any fate, decided that it was important tort 
‘on Trial.” Stern says, “The use of the loyalty- them to be sure of the loyalty. of their | 
. ea aid ‘| lemployes. - 7 es - 
security progran aia LD oa aed | 
2s yP Dare Pe . thing of today (where). j; The State of New York, for example, classt-} 
;Eyeryman is becoming the government's agent,, ‘fied as “sensitive” the jobs of scientists in the | 
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--} 


jr, ‘Paleontology Section of the Department of | 
be Paschal a ‘ aoe “ “Bducation, on the ground: that they had | 
oe PHILIP cet Below.is an excerpt fr: : < | knowledge about the location of certain caves |. 
oe ee pee eG. Hee ly 8 ” “suitable for defense storage purposes. The; .. 
| city of New York-suspended a washroom ate| 
: ; tendant who had been a Communist Party) - 
a jit had never before claimed or exercised on a one. entertained a scan-| member tn the 1930s.” - soe 
mt ' governmentwide basis In peacetime: thedalous “possibility <= that his beliefs sprang; . ‘The State.of Indiana insisted on satisfying j 
| power to investigate the private lives and thefrom an allegiance to a foreign bower, an; igiclf concerning the loyalty of wrestlers to = 
-} political beliefs and affiliations of its citizens Allegiance. that might impel him to betray sal whom it was Issulng licenses; Texas was; 
;and, from its findings, to appraise their country, But the Gray board verdict ruled out! ‘similarly concerned about pharmacists and: 
w*ovaltyim at ~ that possibility with its ‘unanimous affirmas) the District of Columbia about those recelving | 
; Ue public justification given for the 1947 ton of Oppenhelmer's loyalty. w= 2°.» | licenses as piano dealers. \ . 4 
“ loyalty program centered around the fear that)’. CR Cee mn se hagas 
‘| disloyal fed . at HE OPPENHEIMER CASE ‘was by no; 1? WOULD BE COMFORTING to dismiss 
| yal federal employes would compromise vere chareedl the above as aberrations of a less enlightened ; 


pil a STERN Ee ee te Senate 
In the years immediately following World 


secret information. In 1953, with the pro- means exceptional. Many others W , ! 
ay Pe as security risks for having little or no connec-| time, now passed. But the problem canuot be! 


siulgation of the Ei : j 5 : 
: Biscohower Secilty Oty: thus dismissed. The use of the loyalty-security | 


zram, the protection of secrets became’ the tion with the protection of secrets. Soon rather. Saris ce 
|;aramount consideration in the investigation bizarre factors were considered relevant to ai program—and other government powets: GS) 
znd screening of federal employes. “Ag person's eligibility for government, employ- well—to penalize unorthodox opinions isnot a) | - 
Pas as 1967 the Justice Department offi-\ment. Here. are examples of charges filed | thing of the past. It isa thing of today.. + 


cial’ in charge of Internal security declared against federal employes in security cases in| Even more ominous, governmental power is 
‘the "50g: ° 2 ey ae. Uanereasingly invoked outside of the loyalty-, 


at had “security program to penalize officially uns, 


dee the protection of secrets remained vir. the ’S0s: ¢ 000 th RN 
‘tually the exclusive purpose of the personnel- —Belonging to a “radical group": th * : ne Shee 
security-screening system. Ostensibly it was heen “extremely critical of the American Popular opinions, Critics of the Vietnam ual is 
‘the central factor in the case of J. Robert Op- Legion and of other laws .and institutions.” ‘and of the draft are the prime targets for 
‘penheimer, Both Oppenheimer’s harshest: —Seconding a motion at a community meet, these federal actions. oe 
“critic, Lewis Strauss, and his lone AEC defen- ing that ‘the Bible should be burned and start :|_% mid-1969, the Navy brought charges ob; 
‘der, Henry DeWolf Smyth, described’ the case. building from there.’ 00027 Bt eee sedition (punishable by death) against a. 

_ that way.’ _. oS “eeHaving “close ‘and continued ‘association’ Sailor, Roger’ Priest, for his off-duty writing 
fas Ja a ela a ic ~ ewith your parents” -— who had belonged to and publication -of an antiwar newspaper, a 
"YET, ‘SURPRISINGLY little of the, some “radical” organizations... is. ° «> “highly critical of, among other things, the) 

testimony taken at the hearing board — ‘a. —Having purchased books’ from a. certain chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. So, 

board headed by Gordon Gray, president of bookstore that was not even alleged to be sub- ;Seriously did the Navy take the sailor's activid 


_ the University of North Carolina — bore .versive but was cited merely: as the nee rng ae _ > apnea 
directly on Oppenheimer’ Teenino “possible” successor to the Washington Book. \.™: anitation Department. toma 
y pp mer’s _secret-keeping ‘“‘possibl & ligne clal pickup” of Priest's trash, for naval 


ability (enough, however, ¢o lead the board to Shop (cited at one time as a Communist: ewer than 23 


‘conclude that he had “u orpanization by the attorne eneral). °° ‘inspection and assigned no f 
ad “unusual ability to keep ,organizy y v8 ane -..° Hvestigntors to follow his activities, One 


‘4. Vital secrets"), By contrast, a substantia. | "f LONG’ before represen: Y 
‘part of the testim Stony Figleagh on - Gia RARS aor city ator. _ acknowledged _ that ata 
‘penhelmer’s opinions —-.on such matters as. * teeta a 7 poh ae BARepoadrds ae by Exlegy ate, ane 
continental defense, the Vista’ report and the’ ey GS, continued ; 


